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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-G 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G1 

Comment PC-G1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Comment PC-G1-2 

Future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels along Martha Ann Drive are expected to rise from 
zero to 1-dB for any of the alternatives. For this project, soundwalls are only eligible for 
reconstruction and replacement in-kind when an existing soundwall must be removed, relocated, 
and replaced in-kind along the project alignment where space is needed for the proposed 
project’s additional lanes or required safety features. Please see Common Response – Noise/ 
Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-G1-3 

Acquisition of the property located at 12705 Martha Ann Drive in Rossmoor is not required for 
the project. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G2 

Comment PC-G2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

We acknowledge your comments about the proposed project. With respect to a potential 
bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the 
Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. With respect to the Express Lanes in Alternative 3, 
there is no requirement for any motorist to use them. The Express Lanes provide a choice for 
motorists who need a reliable travel time in the corridor and are willing to pay a toll for it.  
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With respect to the question regarding tolling and tax dollar support as double taxation, please 
see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G3 

Comment PC-G3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G4 

Comentario PC-G4-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G4 

Comment PC-G4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G5 

Comment PC-G5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G6 

Comment PC-G6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G7 

Comment PC-G7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G8 

Comment PC-G8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G9 

Comment PC-G9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G10 

Comment PC-G10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G11 

Comment PC-G11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G12 

Comment PC-G12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G13 

Comment PC-G13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G14 

Comment PC-G14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G15 

Comment PC-G15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Comment PC-G15-2 

The Draft EIR/EIS, page 3.1.6-96, presents analysis of the anticipated operations on I-405 in the 
transition areas where the Express Lanes start and end. Table 3.1.6-17 of the Draft EIR/EIS 
summarizes the operations anticipated in these transition areas. On I-405 southbound in the area 
of the Los Angeles County line (labeled as “I-405 – I-605 to San Gabriel” in Table 3.1.6-17), 
LOS F operating conditions are anticipated during peak hours under both the No Build 
Alternative and Alternative 3 because the volumes expected in the corridor are anticipated to 
exceed capacity. The additional GP lane proposed in Alternative 3, starting near the I-605 
southbound entrance ramp, would improve traffic flow, but it is not anticipated to eliminate 
peak-period congestion.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G16 

Comment PC-G16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. See Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-G16-2 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-G16-3 

A TSM/TDM alternative that includes TDM techniques, such as staggered work hours, is 
included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.3. This alternative does not satisfy the purpose and 
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need of the project, but some TSM/TDM elements are included in each of the build alternatives, 
as described in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 2-17.  

Comment PC-G16-4 

The purpose of the project is to provide throughput for forecasted traffic to the year 2040. Please 
see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G17 

Comment PC-G17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Comment PC-G17-2 

The project description complies with Caltrans and FHWA policies and CEQA and NEPA 
requirements. The EIR/EIS is intended to serve as a project-level document. 

Comment PC-G17-3 

The EIR/EIS has been prepared consistent with Caltrans and FHWA policies and CEQA and 
NEPA requirements. Project plans for a project of this size are typically included as an appendix 
to the environmental document. Appendix P, Project Plans, is referred to throughout the EIR/EIS 
to assist the reader.  

The proposed Euclid Street southbound I-405 on-ramp from Ellis Avenue is discussed and 
shown in several sections within the EIR/EIS.  

In Section 2.2.1, Common Design Features of the Build Alternatives, it states that the “Euclid 
Street/Ellis Avenue interchange would be improved with construction of a new southbound I-405 
on-ramp from eastbound Ellis Avenue.” 

In Section 3.1.1.4.1, Affected Environment, it states that “the Santa Ana River Trail crosses 
underneath the I-405 mainline in Costa Mesa and under the proposed Euclid Street southbound 
I-405 on-ramp from Ellis Avenue.”  

Figure 3.1.1-6: Location of Santa Ana River Trail, in Section 3.1.1.4.2, Environmental 
Consequences, shows the proposed Euclid Street southbound I-405 on-ramp from Ellis Avenue. 
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In Section 3.1.7.2, Affected Environment, the proposed Euclid Street southbound I-405 on-ramp 
from Ellis Avenue over the Santa Ana River is described as having “the potential to create a spot 
location within the corridor where there would be new lighting; however, potential ramp lighting 
spill-over can be minimized using cut-off fixtures and shielding to block light trespass into the 
neighborhood and Moon Park. Based on this analysis, no substantial impact is anticipated by any 
of the three alternatives under consideration.” 

In Section 3.1.7.3, Environmental Consequences, the proposed Euclid Street southbound I-405 
on-ramp from Ellis Avenue is discussed within the Key Viewpoint #15 Analysis. A pre- and 
post-construction view simulation of the proposed feature is also provided (Figure 3.1.7-10). The 
analysis concludes that “while the new bridge across the river adds a new element to the 
viewshed, the existing view has such a high degree of encroachment of unaesthetic elements that 
the addition of the bridge is unlikely to further degrade the view substantially. The overall visual 
quality would likely drop slightly but remain within the moderately low category, while the 
viewer response would be moderate given the exposure time and sensitivity of the bikeway 
users. The overall visual impact within the view is anticipated to be moderately low. This 
summary is shown in Table 3.1.7-2.” 

The Euclid Street southbound I-405 on-ramp from Ellis Avenue piers that would be located in 
the Santa Ana River are accounted for in the 0.01-acre of permanent impacts shown in Table 
3.3.2-2: Temporary Impacts and Permanent Loss by Alternative within the BSA. This permanent 
impact area is also shown in Appendix O2 through O7 of the EIR/EIS. 

Comment PC-G17-4 

Section 3.1.4.2.3, Environmental Consequences, discusses the acquisitions of properties required 
for the project. No homes would be displaced, and no relocation of residences would be required 
with the implementation of the build alternatives.  

Properties identified for partial acquisitions are identified in the Community Impact Assessment 
(see Parsons 2011a, Appendix A) and Final EIR/EIS, Appendix T. 

The build alternatives would all require full acquisition of the properties where Sports Authority, 
Days Inn, and Fountain Valley Skating Center are located, along with partial acquisition of the 
property where Boomers is located, on the south side of I-405 between Magnolia Street and 
Warner Avenue, as discussed in Section 3.1.4.2.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. OCTA and Caltrans have 
developed design options for all of the alternatives that would remove the braided ramps between 
Warner Avenue and Magnolia Street on the north and/or south sides of I-405. If the design 
option for removal of the ramps on the south side of I-405 is incorporated into the Preferred 
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Alternative, no acquisition or relocation of any these properties would be required. Please see 
Common Response – Impacts to Businesses.  

Comment PC-G17-5 

The Noise Study Report shows the impact analysis and identifies feasible abatement. The Noise 
Abatement Decision Report determines the reasonableness of the feasible traffic noise abatement 
measures presented in the Noise Study Report. Before a reasonableness determination can be 
made, feasibility – providing at least a 5-dB traffic noise reduction – must be achieved for at 
least one frequent outdoor use area. In the Draft EIR/EIS, Section 3.2.7, Noise, outlines the 
details of the recommended traffic noise abatement measures from the Noise Abatement 
Decision Report and includes detailed information regarding soundwalls and their heights. The 
noise tables in Appendix N – Noise Information have been updated to correspond to the 
recommended abatement shown in the figures also within Appendix N. A summary of the 
soundwalls is found in the following tables in Appendix N, Noise Information: 

• Appendix N3: Alternative 1 Reasonableness Analysis Summary and Recommended 
Soundwall Locations, Table 1 – Noise Abatement Information (Alt-1) 

• Appendix N4: Alternative 2 Reasonableness Analysis Summary and Recommended 
Soundwall Locations, Table 2 – Noise Abatement Information (Alt-2) 

• Appendix N5: Alternative 3 Reasonableness Analysis Summary and Recommended 
Soundwall Locations, Table 3 – Noise Abatement Information (Alt-3) 

A traffic noise impact would occur under CEQA if ground-level noise-sensitive land uses would 
experience a predicted traffic noise level that would be substantially higher than existing levels. 
An increase of 5 dB was considered substantial for this project. Noise impacts under CEQA are 
discussed in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment PC-G17-6 

Representative frequent outdoor use areas along I-405 are identified by “R” followed by the 
segment number and a site-specific number. These site-specific numbers are used in the text, 
tables showing noise analysis, and figures showing the project vicinity, as well as soundwalls. 
The address and other relevant information of each number are included in Appendix B of the 
Noise Study Report. Including the address of each point every time that point is mentioned in the 
text or table will make the text and table more complicated and difficult to follow. 

Soundwalls are recommended in accordance with Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol, 
which specifies that soundwalls must reduce traffic noise levels by at least 5 dB at the impacted 
noise-sensitive areas. The Noise Study Report identifies heights and lengths required to provide 
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the feasible abatement of 5 dB. Areas that are not specified to be noise sensitive are usually not 
included behind soundwalls unless they are in close proximity to noise-sensitive areas. Gaps in 
the soundwalls and lower soundwall heights for these areas are only considered where it is not 
detrimental to the goal of providing feasible traffic noise abatement to noise-sensitive areas. 
Areas next to the freeway will still be exposed to some traffic noise coming from the top of the 
soundwalls or from the end points of the soundwalls. The goal of noise abatement measures is to 
reduce the future traffic noise by at least 5 dB for areas that are exposed to the traffic noise levels 
that are approaching or exceeding Caltrans/FHWA NAC. 

Comment PC-G17-7 

Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol defines the procedure for assessing reasonableness of 
noise barriers from a cost perspective. A cost-per-residence allowance is calculated for each 
benefited residence (i.e., residences that receive at least 5 dB of noise reduction from a noise 
barrier). Caltrans’ published 2009 base allowance of $31,000 was used for this project. 
Additional allowance dollars are added to the base allowance based on absolute noise levels, the 
increase in noise levels resulting from the project, achievable noise reduction, and the date of 
building construction in the area. Total allowances are calculated by multiplying the cost-per-
residence by the number of benefited residences.  

The soundwall that was considered in front of the La Quinta Inn was to provide traffic noise 
abatement for the pool area, which is currently impacted by the traffic noise and would continue 
to be impacted in the future. It was concluded that this soundwall would not be reasonable (cost 
effective). Predicted traffic noise inside the hotel rooms facing the freeway would not approach 
or exceed Caltrans NAC. Please see Response to Comment GL1-19 for a detailed explanation of 
soundwalls associated with the La Quinta Inn. Please also see Common Response – Noise/Noise 
Analysis. Mitigation Measure NOI-04, which specifies that the contractor needs to develop a 
construction noise and vibration monitoring and mitigation plan once details of the construction 
activities and phases are finalized, has been added to the environmental document. Implementing 
proper mitigation measures would minimize or eliminate construction-related noise and vibration 
impacts. Parks along I-405 that would be impacted by the future traffic noise have been 
evaluated, and whenever impacts are identified, required abatement measures have been 
identified. 

Comment PC-G17-8 

Visual impacts are discussed in Section 3.1.7.3 of the Final EIR/EIS. Elements, such as 
replacement structures, new retaining walls, and soundwalls, would be a permanent change to the 
elements within the existing viewsheds along the corridor, including some areas where visual 
impacts were determined to be Moderately High, as described for Viewpoints 17A and 17B. 
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With the implementation of Mitigation Measures VIS-1 through VIS-21, the potential adverse 
effects of the build alternatives on the visual character and quality of the project surroundings 
would be minimized. 

For the discussion of visual quality within each landscape unit, it is important to remember that 
these are general evaluations for the unit as a whole. Specific locations within the unit may have 
higher or lower visual quality than the average. In the discussion of key viewpoints, visual 
quality is assessed for specific views, and these may differ from the average, or general, visual 
quality rating because that rating only considers a specific location within the landscape unit. 

The project is assessed from stationary locations, as well as from dynamic viewpoints such as 
vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists; however, because it is not possible to analyze every possible 
view within the project area, the FHWA analysis methodology recommends selecting many key 
viewpoints that represent the potential visual effects of the project and the viewers’ experience. 
A key viewpoint is a representative, typical, characteristic, and clear perception of project 
elements to the primary viewer group. Additionally, key viewpoints are areas seen to and from 
the roadway, viewpoints that clearly display the visual effects of the proposed project. The key 
viewpoints include a representation of all critical visual elements of the proposed project and 
viewer group types. 

The residential area in question is protected from the freeway by a large soundwall that 
effectively blocks views from the neighborhood into the freeway corridor. One of the few places 
within this neighborhood that is not visually separated from the freeway is the Santa Ana River 
Trail and the trail’s connection with Moon Park; therefore, this view (Key Viewpoint #15) was 
chosen to represent the neighborhood because it addresses that portion of the neighborhood not 
currently screened, as well as a public park and trail that serves this neighborhood.  

The Visual Impact Assessment was prepared in accordance with Caltrans and FHWA policy and 
guidelines. No additional renderings or analysis are necessary. 

Comment PC-G17-9 

The cumulative effects analysis in Section 3.6 of the Final EIR/EIS utilizes the Caltrans 8-step 
process for the preparation of cumulative impact analysis. The 8-step process incorporates the 
requirements identified in Section 15355 of the CEQA Guidelines and 40 CFR, Section 1508.7 
of the CEQ Regulations. The past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects utilized in the 
cumulative effects analysis are summarized in Table 3.6-1. Note that the cumulative traffic 
analysis accounted for all projects listed in the Central Orange County Corridor MIS up to the 
year 2035. 
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As discussed in Section 3.2.7 and as shown in Appendix N1, noise levels associated with the 
build alternatives are almost always lower than those reported for the future no-build conditions. 
It should also be noted that the noise analysis is conservative in its assumptions and utilizes a 
worst-case scenario, as discussed in Section 3.2.7. Although operation of the build alternatives 
would increase noise levels over the existing condition, the noise levels are less than the future 
noise conditions without the project. 

It should also be noted that the existing condition of the corridor and resources within the 
corridor represents all of the cumulative effects of all past projects, and there is no requirement 
for the cumulative analysis to specifically address cumulative effects since the enactments of 
CEQA and NEPA. 

Comment PC-G17-10 

Section 3.1.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS covers induced growth. Anticipated growth in the region is 
reflected in the forecast traffic demand based on the OCTAM use of forecasts to 2035 of 
population and employment data identified on page 3.1.2-1 of the Draft EIR/EIS. On page 
3.1.2-9, the conclusion is stated that “the proposed project would have no substantial potential 
for stimulating the location, rate, timing, or amount of growth locally or regionally.” In part, this 
is because communities within the study area are almost entirely built out or contain few large, 
undeveloped parcels. It is not anticipated that the proposed alternatives would induce substantial 
traffic. 

Comment PC-G17-11 

The Final EIR/EIS was prepared in accordance with Caltrans and FHWA policy and guidance. 
The Final EIR/EIS has been through a rigorous legal sufficiency review and is in compliance 
with both CEQA and NEPA. See response to Comment GL1-1. The Final EIR/EIS includes a 
complete and detailed project description. A Supplemental Traffic Study has been prepared and a 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS prepared and circulated covering potential traffic impacts in Los 
Angeles County. The analysis and measures presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are 
included in Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G18 

Comment PC-G18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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There is a 2-year plant establishment plan in place after the project is completed for the WCC 
Project. An aesthetics landscape master plan is in place as part of that project, which consists of 
eucalyptus and jacarandas. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G19 

Comment PC-G19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G20 

Comment PC-G20-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G21 

Comment PC-G21-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G22 

Comment PC-G22-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G23 

Comment PC-G23-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G24 

Comment PC-G24-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G25 

Comment PC-G25-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G26 

Comment PC-G26-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G27 

Comment PC-G27-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G28 

Comment PC-G28-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G29 

Comment PC-G29-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G30 

Comentario PC-G30-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G30 

Comment PC-G30-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G31 

Comment PC-G31-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G32 

Comment PC-G32-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G33 

Comment PC-G33-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in Section 3.2.7 of 
the Final EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Air quality Measures AQ-1 
through AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6, will avoid and/or minimize all construction-related 
air quality effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, emissions will be reduced under all of the build 
alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-
related air quality effects were identified. Please see Common Responses – Noise/Noise Analysis 
and Air Quality.  

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 
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Comment PC-G33-2 

The discussion in the table generally reflects the highlights as it relates to the goals and 
objectives of the plans. The reader would have to read the applicable sections to understand the 
project as a whole, as project effects on the quality of life are dependent on the reader. For 
example, the substantial reduction in travel times reported for the build alternative would be an 
improvement in the quality of life for the 455,000 and 512,000 Average Annual Daily Traffic 
between SR-22 and I-605 in 2020 and 2040, respectively. Everybody can find something they do 
not like about the project, but as described in Response to Comment PC-G33-1, Caltrans and 
OCTA have made an honest effort to reduce impacts to quality of life based on the public 
comments received from the cities and residents in the corridor cities; however, it should be 
noted that the addition of capacity does not induce travel, but it does draw trips diverted by 
congestion back to the freeway. 

Air quality was analyzed at both the project level and regional level. Noise was specifically 
analyzed at the representative receptors shown on the plans in Appendix N. Project-related 
construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail in the project 
Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Sections 3.2.6 and 3.2.7, 
project-related emission and noise levels associated with the Preferred Alternative would be less 
than the future No Build Alternative. 

Please see Common Response – Air Quality, Health Risks, and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-G33-3 

The localized analysis is included and required. The localized analysis is referred to as the 
“Local-Project Level Analysis” in Section 3.2.6, and includes CO and PM hot-spot analysis and 
MSAT analysis. Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and Health Risks. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line regarding the 
referenced traffic jam at the Los Angeles County line.  

Comment PC-G33-4 

Traffic noise analysis has been conducted according to State and federal guidelines as outlined in 
Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. The results of the Noise Study Report show that the 
future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels in this area of Seal Beach would increase by zero 
to 2 dB.  

Traffic noise impacts are considered to occur at receiver locations where predicted design-year 
traffic noise levels are at least 12 dB greater than existing noise levels, or where predicted design 
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year traffic noise levels approach or exceed the NAC for applicable activity categories. 
Typically, a 12-dB increase is for projects where a new freeway is planned. Noise increase due to 
the proposed project will be much less than 12 dB because doubling the traffic volumes would 
only increase noise levels by 3 dB. 

If existing noise levels are high, traffic noise impacts can occur even when there is no project-
related increase in noise. Existing soundwalls can only be replaced by higher soundwalls if an 
additional 5-dB noise reduction could be achieved. The current maximum preferred height for 
soundwalls in California is 16 ft due to seismic issues; however, the soundwall that protects 
residences along Almond Avenue in Seal Beach would be replaced at the original 18-ft height 
due to the policy of in-kind replacement. 

Soundwalls have a “diminishing margin of return” once the line-of-sight to major sources of 
traffic noise have been cut or blocked, which include, but are not limited to, tire, engine, and 
truck stack exhaust noise. The insertion loss for barriers does not follow a linear trend in 
reducing noise levels once the line-of-sight is removed from the tallest noise source, which for 
traffic noise is the exhaust from truck stacks, which are approximately 12 ft from ground level. 
Even if the wall could be replaced with a wall taller than the original, the insertion loss would 
still be less than the required 5-dB insertion needed to attain acoustic feasibility according to 
Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. In fact, adding 12 ft in height to the existing 18-ft-tall 
soundwall would still not lower noise levels by an additional 5 dB. 

The vehicle speeds used in the traffic noise analysis assumed that both directions of I-405 would 
be traveling at free-flow speeds. This assures that the predicted traffic noise levels will reflect the 
worst-case scenario for the peak-hour traffic noise level. 

Please also see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Please see Response to Comment PC-G33-3 and Common Response – Air Quality. 

Comment PC-G33-5 

Please see Response to Comment PC-G33-1. 

Comment PC-G33-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-G33-1. 

Comment PC-G33-7 

The Draft EIR/EIS, including specialized technical studies (see Appendix F for a complete list), 
represents a comprehensive analysis of the potential temporary and permanent environmental 
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effects of the proposed build alternatives on the environment. Sections 3.1.4, 3.1.6, 3.2.6, and 
3.2.7, as well as the Community Impact Assessment, Air Quality Technical Study, and Noise 
Study Report, are a comprehensive evaluation of many of the quality of life issues you discuss in 
your comment. Additionally, as discussed in Response to Comment PC-G33-1, Caltrans and 
OCTA have made modifications to the build alternatives to further address some of the quality of 
life issues voiced by you, the corridor cities, and communities and residents, as described in 
Chapter 2 of the Final EIR/EIS.  

The proposed project is subject to federal, as well as State, environmental review requirements. 
Caltrans, as assigned by FHWA, has prepared this joint Draft EIR/EIS in compliance with 
CEQA and NEPA. Caltrans is the Lead Agency for compliance with CEQA and NEPA. Please 
see Common Response – Insufficient Environmental Document/Mitigation Measures. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G34 

Comment PC-G34-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

It appears that this comment pertains to construction of the WCC Project; therefore, please direct 
your comment to the OCTA Community Relations Office (550 South Main Street, Orange, CA, 
714-560-5376). 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-G34-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-G34-3 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 
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Comment PC-G34-4 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-G34-1 through PC-G34-3 above. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G35 

Comment PC-G35-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the 
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, project-
related emission levels associated with the build alternatives would be less than the future No 
Build Alternative. Please see Common Response – Air Quality. 

Alternatives with both LRT and BRT are included in Section 2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but 
Eliminated from Consideration, of the Draft EIR/EIS. LRT was considered in four such 
alternatives, and BRT was considered in two such alternatives. For a graphic summary of those 
alternatives, see Figure 2-39 of the Draft EIR/EIS. BRT and LRT in the project corridor would 
not be feasible or reasonable without extensions and connections north and south of the project 
limits. Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G36 

Comment PC-G36-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G37 

Comment PC-G37-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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As discussed in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR/EIS, on July 31, 2007, Caltrans approved a Project 
Study Report for a separate project (EA 0J440K) to provide continuous ingress and egress from 
the HOV lanes on the entire length of I-405 in Orange County. This separate project has not yet 
been programmed or funded; however, the proposed continuous access would be implemented as 
part of Alternatives 1 and 2 for the segment of I-405 between Euclid Street and I-605. Transit 
vehicles and HOV2+ would continue to be eligible to utilize the HOV lanes. 

Continuous access is not compatible with Alternative 3. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G38 

Comment PC-G38-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The population and employment forecasts used for traffic forecasting are approved by SCAG. 
Because of the recent economic recession, there has been a significant reduction in traffic 
volumes throughout the region. Caltrans published traffic data for I-405 shows a reduction in 
daily traffic of approximately 20 percent between 2005 and 2009 for the freeway segment south 
of Euclid Street.  

Because the business cycle is largely unpredictable, traffic forecasts are prepared independent of 
the business cycle. The traffic forecasts for year 2020 and 2040 are based on the population and 
employment forecasts for those years. The percent growth in traffic between 2009 and 
2020/2040 seems high only in the context of reduced traffic volumes caused by the recession. 
With the economy expected to rebound in the future, traffic volumes are expected to quickly 
reach pre-recession levels and increase further as projected. 

A comparison of pre-recession traffic data (year 2005) to forecast volumes shows annual growth 
rates of 1.0 to 1.5 percent from 2005 to 2040 and annual rates of 1.1 percent or less from 2020 to 
2040, consistent with the referenced City forecasts. 

Comment PC-G38-2 

Net migration from the entire state of California must be broken down to more localized 
population shifts for use in forecasting travel along the 16 miles of I-405 in the project corridor. 
The population and employment forecasts for the communities along the corridor and for Orange 
County as a whole are presented in Tables 1-7 and 1-8 on page 1-11 of the Draft EIR/EIS. The 
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tables show that population and employment in the corridor communities and Orange County as 
a whole are forecast to increase substantially through year 2040. For example, Orange County 
employment is anticipated to increase by 24 percent from 2005 (when employment is 1,615,936) 
and 2040 (when employment is 2,003,798). Please see Response to Comment PC-G38-1.  

Comment PC-G38-3 

Please see Response to Comments PC-G38-1 and PC-G38-2. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G39 

Comment PC-G39-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G40 

Comment PC-G40-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G41 

Comment PC-G41-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-G-59 March 2015 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G42 

Comment PC-G42-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G43 

Comment PC-G43-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G44 

Comment PC-G44-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G45 

Comentario PC-G45-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G45 

Comentario PC-G45-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G46 

Comentario PC-G46-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G46 

Comment PC-G46-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G47 

Comentario PC-G47-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G47 

Comment PC-G47-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G48 

Comment PC-G48-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G49 

Comentario PC-G49-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G49 

Comment PC-G49-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G50 

Comentario PC-G50-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G50 

Comment PC-G50-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G51 

Comment PC-G51-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

With respect to the population and employment forecasts upon which the traffic forecasts are 
based, please see Response to Comment PC-G38-1.  

Comment PC-G51-2 

The build alternatives are all forecast to reduce congestion on I-405. This will encourage more 
drivers to stay on I-405 rather than divert to local streets as a result of freeway congestion. With 
respect to health problems, please see Common Response – Health Risks.  

Comment PC-G51-3 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G52 

Comment PC-G52-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G53 

Comment PC-G53-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
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your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G54 

Comment PC-G54-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G55 

Comment PC-G55-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. As stated in the EIR/EIS, no full 
acquisitions of residential properties are anticipated.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G56 

Comment PC-G56-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G57 

Comment PC-G57-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-G-64 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in 
Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G58 

Comment PC-G58-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-G56-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G59 

Comment PC-G59-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-G56-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G60 

Comment PC-G60-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G61 

Comment PC-G61-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G62 

Comment PC-G62-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Renewed Measure M was passed by the voters of Orange County, and the proposed project was 
included in that measure. For additional information, please see Common Response – Measure 
M Funding. 

Comment PC-G62-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-G62-3 

Alternatives M3, M9, M10, M11, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as 
part of the I-405 MIS (2003-2006), included project components similar to what you are 
recommending within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives 
for further consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are substantially 
more expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, M10, 
M11, M12, and M13 in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT 
and BRT Alternatives. 

Comment PC-G62-4 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G63 

Comment PC-G63-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  


	PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-G
	RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-G
	Response to Comment Letter PC-G1
	Comment PC-G1-1
	Comment PC-G1-2
	Comment PC-G1-3

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G2
	Comment PC-G2-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G3
	Comment PC-G3-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G4
	Comentario PC-G4-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G4
	Comment PC-G4-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G5
	Comment PC-G5-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G6
	Comment PC-G6-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G7
	Comment PC-G7-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G8
	Comment PC-G8-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G9
	Comment PC-G9-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G10
	Comment PC-G10-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G11
	Comment PC-G11-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G12
	Comment PC-G12-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G13
	Comment PC-G13-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G14
	Comment PC-G14-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G15
	Comment PC-G15-1
	Comment PC-G15-2

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G16
	Comment PC-G16-1
	Comment PC-G16-2
	Comment PC-G16-3
	Comment PC-G16-4

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G17
	Comment PC-G17-1
	Comment PC-G17-2
	Comment PC-G17-3
	Comment PC-G17-4
	Comment PC-G17-5
	Comment PC-G17-6
	Comment PC-G17-7
	Comment PC-G17-8
	Comment PC-G17-9
	Comment PC-G17-10
	Comment PC-G17-11

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G18
	Comment PC-G18-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G19
	Comment PC-G19-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G20
	Comment PC-G20-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G21
	Comment PC-G21-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G22
	Comment PC-G22-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G23
	Comment PC-G23-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G24
	Comment PC-G24-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G25
	Comment PC-G25-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G26
	Comment PC-G26-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G27
	Comment PC-G27-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G28
	Comment PC-G28-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G29
	Comment PC-G29-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G30
	Comentario PC-G30-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G30
	Comment PC-G30-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G31
	Comment PC-G31-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G32
	Comment PC-G32-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G33
	Comment PC-G33-1
	Comment PC-G33-2
	Comment PC-G33-3
	Comment PC-G33-4
	Comment PC-G33-5
	Comment PC-G33-6
	Comment PC-G33-7

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G34
	Comment PC-G34-1
	Comment PC-G34-2
	Comment PC-G34-3
	Comment PC-G34-4

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G35
	Comment PC-G35-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G36
	Comment PC-G36-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G37
	Comment PC-G37-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G38
	Comment PC-G38-1
	Comment PC-G38-2
	Comment PC-G38-3

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G39
	Comment PC-G39-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G40
	Comment PC-G40-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G41
	Comment PC-G41-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G42
	Comment PC-G42-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G43
	Comment PC-G43-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G44
	Comment PC-G44-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G45
	Comentario PC-G45-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G45
	Comentario PC-G45-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G46
	Comentario PC-G46-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G46
	Comment PC-G46-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G47
	Comentario PC-G47-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G47
	Comment PC-G47-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G48
	Comment PC-G48-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G49
	Comentario PC-G49-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G49
	Comment PC-G49-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G50
	Comentario PC-G50-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G50
	Comment PC-G50-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G51
	Comment PC-G51-1
	Comment PC-G51-2
	Comment PC-G51-3

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G52
	Comment PC-G52-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G53
	Comment PC-G53-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G54
	Comment PC-G54-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G55
	Comment PC-G55-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G56
	Comment PC-G56-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G57
	Comment PC-G57-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G58
	Comment PC-G58-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G59
	Comment PC-G59-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G60
	Comment PC-G60-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G61
	Comment PC-G61-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G62
	Comment PC-G62-1
	Comment PC-G62-2
	Comment PC-G62-3
	Comment PC-G62-4

	Response to Comment Letter PC-G63
	Comment PC-G63-1



